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Commissioner for Patents 

The reply filed on January 5, 2007 is not fully responsive to the prior Office Action because of the following omission(s) or matter(s): 
Applicant has amended the claims extensively, yet there is no indication of where the support for many of these amendments occurs. 
For instance, paragraphs (c) and (g) added to claim 1 and new claims 13 and 14 do not appear to be supported by the specification as 
originally filed. The same for the size of the fibers in new claim 10, some of the materials listed in new claim 1 1, and the prescriptive 
surface of claim 12. Also, there is no indication that the control of the mean fibril distance as recited in new claim 6 is related to 
forming a pattern that exceeds the perimeter of the lens. Instead of showing where support exists, applicant submits that the examiner 
has used hindsight to reject the claims. However, it should be noted that simply adding limitations to claims that are not supported by 
the original specification isa not sufficient to overcome an obviousness rejection. It is also not clear from the response whether 
applicant believes that the claims as originally presented were obvious but the instant are not. Given that support cannot be found for 
the instant claims, the response is submitted as being non-responsive to the previous rejection. See 37 CFR 1.111. Since the above- 
mentioned reply appears to be bona fide, applicant is given ONE (1) MONTH or THIRTY (30) DAYS from the mailing date of this 
notice, whichever is longer, within which to supply the omission or correction in order to avoid abandonment. EXTENSIONS OF 
THIS TIME PERIOD MAY BE GRANTED UNDER 37 CFR 1.136(a) 
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